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Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)|EI This action is non-final. 

hJcTh "'^ application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C D 11 453 O G 213 
Disposition of Claims ' "^-^-^lo. 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-14 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-14 is/are rejected. 

7) |SI Claim(s) 1.3.5-7.9 and 14 is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) K The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staqe 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application), 
a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

1 5) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1,3,5, and 6 are objected to because of the following informalities: The 
word "photochromism" is misspelled. Appropriate correction is required. 

2. Claims 7, 9, and 14 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper 
form because a multiple dependent claim cannot depend from another multiple 
dependent claim. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Claim 9 is objected to under this heading 
because it depends from an improper multiple dependent claim. Accordingly, the claims 
7, 9, and 14 not been further treated on the merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification sliall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 



5. Claims 1 . 2, and 5 recite the limitation "said one transparent synthetic resin". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 
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6. Regarding claim 1 , the examiner is unsure what multilayer structure the applicant 
is claiming. The current claim could be interpreted in numerous ways, including that the 
laminate includes two transparent resin layers which are themselves photochromic and 
polarized that are adhered to each other using an adhesive, or that the laminate is 
made from five distinct layers. In the case where the claim is interpreted to mean that 
the laminate is made from five layers, it is not clear in what order these layers are 
present in the resulting laminate. Therefore the examiner is unsure of the scope of the 
claim and cannot examine the claim as written. 



7. The term "a polycarbonate resin" in claim 4 is a relative term which renders the 
claim indefinite. The term "a polycarbonate resin" Is not defined by the claim, the 
specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 
invention. This rejection may be overcome by changing this to "polycarbonate". 

8. Regarding claim 1 3, it is unclear from the language of the claim what the scope 
of the claim is. The examiner does not understand how the two-color pigment is related 
to the polarization resin layer in the claim and would not know how to examine this claim 
if it were not amended. 



9. The term "improved heat resistance" in claim 13 is a relative term which renders 
the claim indefinite. The term "improved heat resistance" is not defined by the claim. 
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the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and 
one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 
invention. 



Specification 

10. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
The disclosure is replete with grammatical and spelling errors. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



11. 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, requires the specification to be written in "full, 
clear, concise, and exact terms." The specification is replete with terms which are not 
clear, concise and exact. The specification should be revised carefully in order to 
comply with 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. Examples of some unclear, inexact or 
verbose terms used in the specification are: 

Page 1, second paragraph: "...when a polycarbonate resin is used for their 
material, the tendency is remarkable since it exhibits excellent impact resistance." 

Page 6, second paragraph: "...it becomes possible to perform its processing into 
curved surfaces and injection molding." 



Conclusion 

12. The examiner notes that the attached references could possibly be relevant to 
the applicant's claimed invention once the claims have been amended to overcome the 
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rejections above. Therefore, the applicant should amend their claims such that the 
attached references do not apply to the newly claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Travis B Ribar whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3140. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Seidleck can be reached on (703) 308-2462. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
872-9310 for regular communications and (703) 872-931 1 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0661. 



Travis B Ribar 
Examiner 
Art Unit 1711 
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